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Teck to be 'carbon neutral’ by 2050, Feb. 4 


Can any of us really afford to wait another 30 years for Teck Resources to become carbon neutral? Canada's 
federal cabinet ministers are deciding whether to reject or approve the Teck Frontier Mine, slated to be developed 
110 kilometres north of Fort McMurray, Alta. - a mine that would become Canada's largest tar sands project. 


This mine would produce 260,000 barrels of oil per day. It would cover 290 square kilometres, almost the combined 
area of Vancouver, Burnaby and Richmond, and have a lifespan of 41 years. During those years, this mega-mine 
would add 4 million tonnes of CO2 per year to Canada's emissions, singlehandedly guaranteeing we will not meet 
our Paris Accord targets. 


A federal-provincial joint review panel found that the mine would not only cause permanent and irreversible damage 
to our environment, but it would also cause "significant adverse effects" on the rights, land use and culture of local 
Indigenous peoples. 


So | ask again: Can Canada, my grandchildren and your grandchildren afford to wait 30 years for Teck to become 
carbon neutral? The answer from the future is a resounding and imploring cry of "no!" 


Patricia Smith, Barrie 
Frontier oilsands mine might not be built even if permit issued, CEO concedes, Online, Jan. 29 


| oppose the expansion of tar sands production and call on Liberal cabinet ministers to reject the Teck Frontier 
mine. 


The Trudeau cabinet's decision is due at the end of February. It's the first real climate test for this government. 


| am one of the two thirds of voters who voted for increased climate action in last year's federal election. We have 
less than 10 years to limit climate catastrophe and must act quickly to cut carbon emissions. 


The Frontier mine is incompatible with our climate targets. It will produce about four million tonnes of carbon 
emissions per year. 


It would result in significant adverse effects on Indigenous rights and cause irreversible environmental damage. The 
mine would result in a loss of habitat for local species including wood bison and whooping cranes. 


And it will never be financially viable due to its reliance on unrealistically high oil prices. 


Dorothy Goldin Rosenberg, Toronto 
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Teck Resources Ltd. has a proposal to develop tar sands in Alberta that would become one of the largest mines in 
Canada. If approved, it would be impossible to reach our carbon reduction goals. It will do irreparable damage to 
the Indigenous people who live along the Assiniboine, downriver from the site. 


At current prices of $55 per barrel of oil, it doesn't make economic sense to invest in this project, which CEO Don 
Lindsay says would also need a pipeline. Saying it wouldn't necessarily be built and that Frontier would "try" to 
achieve its goal suggest a disingenuous spin at best. 


Reject Teck! 
Bonnie Porter, Etobicoke 


As author of "Hawk," a novel about the oil sands being used in many Canadian schools, | want to raise awareness 
about the Teck Frontier mine proposal currently up for approval by our federal government. 


This mega-mine, the biggest yet, will add an area twice the size of Vancouver to an already questionable tarsands 
industry and is undoubtedly incompatible with our climate targets. 


Canadians are doing their part to cut back on emissions, but our efforts to eat less meat or use public transport pale 
in comparison to the harm that will be done by this proposed project. 


We pray for Australia and send money to help burned koalas, we criticize others for cutting down the Amazon 
forest, depriving orangutans of their habitat, and we judge the U.S. for its climate-denying leadership. 


But here in Canada, with scientists telling us we have less than 10 years to limit climate catastrophe, we are poised 
to eradicate more boreal forest and add more greenhouse gases to an already beleaguered atmosphere. 


| saw former U.S. president Barack Obama on his recent visit to Toronto. He praised Canada for listening to the 
science. Have we stopped doing that? 


Jennifer Dance, Stouffville 
Trans Mountain pipeline wins in court, boosting oil sector 


Now that the Supreme Court has given approval to the Trans Mountain pipeline expansion, it is time for the federal 
government to put the project up for sale and return it to the private sector where railways, airlines and pipelines 
belong. 


This is the only way we will know if a market for high sulfur bitumen exists. The price of oil has fallen below $50 
(U.S.) per barrel. Saudi Arabia is talking about taking another million barrels out of production to support the price. 
U.S. sanctions against Venezuela and Iran have also removed millions of barrels from the market. There is a lot of 
oil, not to mention the warfare in Libya that has curtailed production there. 


Battery plants are being built all over the world (but not in Ontario) to support the electrification of the automobile, 
further reducing demand for oil. 


The marketplace needs to decide whether there is an economic case to build the pipeline. | am guessing there isn't 
and Alberta Premier Jason Kenney knows this. He needs the federal government to build the pipeline with taxpayer 
dollars to score a big political win. 


Michael Yaffe, Toronto 
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